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U.S. Customs Service 


Treasury Decistons 


(T.D. 81-23) 
Bonds 


Approval and discontinuance of carriers bonds, 


Customs form 3587 


Bonds of carriers for the transportation of bonded merchandise 
have been approved or discontinued as shown below. The symbol ‘“‘D’’ 
indicates that the bond previously outstanding has been discon- 
tinued on the month, day, and year represented by the figures which 


follow. “PB” refers to a previous bond, da 
figures in parentheses immediately following 


ted as represented by 
, which has been dis- 


continued. If the previous bond was in the name of a different company 


or if the surety was different, the information 
at the end of the list. 


Dated: January 29, 1981. 


Name of principal and surety Date of bond 


Bulk Haulers, Inc., 27 Airport Rd., Nashua, NH; | Dec. 9,1980 
contract carrier; New Hampshire Ins. Co. 


John V. Carr & Son, Inc., 1600 W. Lafayette, Detroit, | Dec. 23,1980 
MI; freight forwarder; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. | 
Co. 


Compass Transportation Co., 620 “‘C” St., P.O. Box | Apr. 18,1980 
$1225, San Diego, CA; motor carrier; Fireman’s 
Fund Ins. Co, 


Elliott Bros. Trucking Co., Inc., N. Aurora 8t., | June 2, 1968 

Easton, MD; motor carrier; Fidelity and Deposit | 
Co. of MD | | 
D 12/17/80 | 





Follrath Delivery Service, Inc., 3000 Hirsch St., Mel- | Jan. 6, 1978 
rose Park, IL; motor carrier; National Surety Corp. | 
D 12/8/80 


is shown in a footnote 


Filed with district 
Date of director/area 
approval director/amount 


Dec. 11,1980 Portland, ME; 
$50,000 


Dec. 24,1980 | Detroit, MI; 
| $50,000 
| 
| 
. 15,1980 | San Diego, CA; 
$50,000 


June 2,1968 | Baltimore, MD; 


$25,000 


Feb. 9, 1978 | Chicago, IL; 
| $65,000 
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Name of principal and surety 


Haupt Contract Carriers, Inc., P.O. Box 1023, Wau- 
sau, WI; motor carrier; Northwestern National Ins. 
Co. of Milwaukee, WI 


Jenney Freight Line, Inc., P.O. Box 50607, Tucson, 
AZ; motor carrier; Safeco Ins. Co. of America 
(PB 11/28/79) D 12/19/80 * 


Johnson Motor Lines, Inc., 2426 N. Graham S8t., P.O. 
Box 31577, Charlotte, NC; motor carrier; Ins. Co. of 
North America 

D 12/16/80 


K & R Delivery Inc., 255 W. Oakton, Des Plaines, IL; 
motor carrier; Great American Ins. Co. 


Kane Transfer Co., P.O. Box 7479, Baltimore, MD; 
motor carrier; Ins. Co. of North America 
(PB 5/16/68) D 12/17/80 


King Van Lines, Inc., P.O. Box 18268, Wichita, KS; 
motor carrier; Mid-Century Ins. Co. 
D 12/11/80 


Mashkin Freight Lines, Inc., 64 Oakland Ave., East 
Hartford, CT; motor carrier; Liberty Mutual Ins. 
Co. 

D 12/5/80 


Z. H. Hurt Enterprises, d.b.a.: Mex-Cal Truckline, 
1840 Harrison St., National City, CA; motor carrier; 
Ins. Co. of North America 


J.B. Montgomery, Inc., 5150 Brighton Blvd., Denver, 
CO; motor carrier; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 
D 12/22/80 


North Star International Inc., 7500 24 Ave., So., Air 
Cargo City Bldg., Minn., MN; freight forwarder; 
Peerless Ins. Co. 


Quinn Freight Lines, Inc., 1093 N. Montello St., 
Brockton, MA; motor carrier; Royal Indemnity Co. 
(PB 6/16/76) D 12/18/802 


R.8.J. Leasing, Inc., 127-36 Northern Blvd., Flushing, 
NY; motor carrier; Old Republic Ins. Co. 
D 3/15/80 


Seko-Air Freight, Inc., 444 N. LaSalle St., Chicago, 
Ill; air freight forwarder; Great American Ins. Co. 


West Brothers Transfer & Storage, Inc., P.O. Box 6365, 
Raleigh, NC; motor carrier; The North River Ins. 
Co. 


D 12/19/80 


Western Transportation Co., 3710 N.W. Front Ave., 
Portland, OR; water carrier; St. Paul Fire & Marine 
Ins. Co. 

(PB 10/17/75) D 1/1/81 8 








Date of bond 


July 25, 1980 


Dec. 10, 1980 


Apr. 29, 1980 


Dec. 1, 1980 


Nov. 25, 1980 


Feb. 8, 1971 


Sept. 22, 1978 


Aug. 5, 1980 


Mar. 27,1970 


Aug. 8, 1980 


June . 26, 1980 


Dec. 20, 1976 





Date of 
approval 


Dec. 23, 1980 


Sept. 22, 1978 


Filed with district 
director/area 
director/amount 


Milwaukee, WI; 
$25,000 


Nogales, AZ; 
$25,000 


New York Sea- 
port, NY: 
$25,000 


Chicago, IL; 
$35,000 

Baltimore, MD; 
$25,000 


St. Louis, MO; 
$25,000 


Bridgeport, CT; 
$25,000 


San Diego, CA; 
$25,000 


Denver, CO; 
$25,000 


Minn., MN; 
$50,000 


Boston, MA; 
$50,000 


Newark, NJ; 
$50,000 


Chicago, Ill; 
$50,000 


Wilmington, NC; 
$25,000 


Portland, OR; 
$50,000 
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Filed with district 
ite of di area 


Dai rector/: 
Name of principal and surety Date of bond approval director/amount 


Witte Transportation Co., 2481 N. Cleveland Ave., | Oct. 20,1978 | Mar. 6,1979 | Minn, MN; 
P.O. Box 43564, St. Paul, MN. motor carrier; Con- $50,000 
tinental Casualty Co. 


D 12/10/80 


1 Surety is the Aetna Casualty & Surety Co. 
2 Surety is United States Fire Ins. Co. 
3 Surety is Safeco Ins. Co. of America. 


(BON-3-03) 
Marityn G. Morrison, 


Director, 
Carriers, Drawback and Bonds Division. 


(T.D. 81-24) 
Bonds 


Approval and discontinuance of bonds on Customs form 7587 for the control of 
instruments of international traffic of a kind specified in section 10.41a of the 
Customs Regulations 


Bonds on Customs form 7587 for the control of instruments of 
international traffic of a kind specified in section 10.41 of the Customs 
Regulations have been approved or discontinued as shown below. The 
symbol “‘D” indicates that the bond previously outstanding has been 
discontinued on the month, day, and year represented by the figures 
which follow. ‘‘PB” refers to a previous bond, dated as represented 
by the figures in parentheses immediately following which has been 
discontinued. If the previous bond was in the name of a different 
company or if the surety was different, the information is shown in a 
footnote at the end of the list. 

Dated: February 2, 1981. 


Filed with district 
Date of director‘area, 
Name of principal and surety Date of bond approval director/amount 


Bowater Paper Co., 1500 E. Putnam Ave., Old Green- | Jan. 15,1975 | Jan. 15,1975 | New York, NY; 
wich, CT; Peerless Ins. Co. $10,000 
D 1/15/81 


Coordinated Caribbean Transport, Inc., 1533 Sunset | Nov. 6,1980 | Nov. 25,1980 | New Orleans, LA; 
Dr., Coral Gables, FL; Amer. Motorist Ins. Co. $10,000 


The Flying Tiger Line, Inc., 7401 World Way West, | Oct. 7,1980 | Oct. 31,1980 | Los Angeles, CA; 
P.O. Box 92935, Los Angeles, CA; St. Paul Fire & $125,000 
Marine Ins. Co. 

(PB 5/14/80) D 10/30/80 





Name of principal and surety 


Furness Interocean Corp., 444 West Ocean Blvd., Long 
Beach, CA; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 
D 12/23/80 


Furness Interocean Corp., 465 California St., Rm 1001, 
San Francisco, CA; Old Republic Ins. Co. 


Mobay Chemical Corp. (Agricultural Chem. Div.), 
Penn Lincoln Pkwy West, Pittsburgh, PA; Ins. Co. 
of North Amer. 


Norwegian America Line, 29 Broadway, New York, 
NY; Federal Ins. Co. 
D 12/30/80 


Owens Corning Fiberglas Corp., Fiberglas Tower, To- 
ledo, OH; Aetna Casualty & Surety Co. 


Illva Saronno Inc., P.O. Box 400, Edison, NJ; Ameri- 
can Motorists Ins. Co. 


SEAPAC Container Service, Inc., 433 Hegenberger 
Rd., Oakland, CA; SAFECO Ins. Co. of America 


Seatrain Lines Inc., and its subs. Seatrain Intermodal 
Services Corp., Seatrain Pacific Services Inc., Port 
Seatrain, Weehawken, NJ; St. Paul Fire & Marine 
Ins. Co. 

D 1/15/81 


Seatrain Lines of P.R., Inc., P.O. Box 4552, San Juan, 
PR; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 
D 11/22/80 


Shinko Bokei Co., Ltd., 3-14 Udagawa-cho, Shibuya- 
ku, Tokyo, Japan; American Motorist Ins. Co. 
D 2/12/81 


Standard Coosa Thatcher Co., Box 791, Chattanooga, 
TN: American Motorists Ins. Co. 
D 1/2/81 


Star Kist Foods, Inc., 582 Tuna St., Terminal Island, 
CA; Washington International Ins. Co. 


Trailer Marine Transport Corp., Box 3921, San Juan, 
PR; The American Ins. Co. 
D 11/26/80 


Transamerica Realco Inc., 145 N. Avenue East, 
Elizabeth, NJ; Transamerica Ins. Co. 


United States Steel Int’l (NY), Inc., 100 Church St., 
New York, NY; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 
D 12/31/80 


Virgin Island Cement Co., Inc., G.P.O. Box 4487, 
San Juan, PR; Puerto-Rican-American Ins. Co. 











Date of bond 


Jan. 29,1979 


. 15,1979 


- 13,1979 





Date of 
approval 


Feb. 2,1979 


- 18, 1980 


- 30, 1976 


8, 1979 





Filed with district 
director/area, 
director/amount 


Los Angeles, CA; 
$50,000 


San Francisco, 
CA; 
$10,000 


New Orleans, LA; 
$10,000 


New York Sea- 
port; 
$10,000 


Cleveland, OH; 
$10,000 


New York, NY; 
$10,000 


San Francisco, 
CA; 
$10,000 


New York, NY; 
$10,000 


San Juan, PR; 
$10,000 


New York Seaport; 
$10,000 


New Orleans, LA; 
$10,000 


Los Angeles, CA; 
$50,000 

San Juan, PR; 
$10,000 

New York Seaport; 
$10,000 

New York, NY; 
$10,000 


San Juan, PR; 
$10,000 
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Filed with district 
ad: Date of director/area 
Name of principal and surety Date of bond approval director/amount 


Virgin Island Cement Co., Chase Manhattan Bank | Mar. 15,1977 | Mar. 15,1977 | San Juan, PR; 
Bldg., Hato Rey, PR; Peerless Ins. Co. $10,000 
D 3/12/79 


(BON-3-10) 
Marityn G. Morrison, 
Director, Carriers, Drawback 
and Bonds Division. 


(T.D. 81-25) 
Manmade Fiber Textile Products—Restriction on Entry 


Restriction on entry of manmade fiber textile products manufactured or produced 
in Costa Rica 


There is published below a directive of November 21, 1980, received 
by the Commissioner of Customs from the acting chairman, Com- 
mittee for the Implementation of Textile Agreements, concerning 
restriction on entry of manmade fiber textile products in category 649 
manufactured or produced in Costa Rica. 

This directive was published in the Federal Register on November 
28, 1980 (45 F.R. 79136), by the committee. 


(QUO-2-1) 


Dated: February 2, 1981. 
Wiuram D. Styne, 
(For Richard R. Rosettie, Acting 
Director, Duty Assessment Division). 


U.S. DeparTMENT oF CoMMERCE, 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C., November 21, 1980. 


Committee for the Implementation of Textile Agreements 


CoMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Department of the Treasury, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: Pursuant to the Bilateral Cotton, 
Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement of September 22, 
1980, between the Governments of the United States and Costa Rica, 
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and in accordance with the provisions of Executive Order 11651 of 
March 8, 1972, as amended by Executive Order 11951 of January 6, 
1977, you are directed to prohibit, effective on January 1, 1981 and 
for the 12-month period extending through December 31, 1981, entry 
into the United States for consumption and withdrawal from ware- 
house for consumption of manmade fiber textile products in category 
649, produced or manufactured in Costa Rica, in excess of 1,685,000 
dozen. 

In carrying out this directive entries of textile products in category 
649 which have been exported to the United States prior to January 1, 
1981, shall, to the extent of any unfilled balance, be charged against 
the level of restraint established for such goods during the 12-month 
period beginning on January 1, 1980 and extending through December 
31, 1980. In the event that the level of restraint established for that 
period has been exhausted by previous entries, such goods shall be 
subject to the level set forth in this letter. 

The level set forth above is subject to adjustment in the future 
according to the provisions of the bilateral agreement of September 22, 
1980 between the Governments of the United States and Costa Rica 
which provide, in part, that: (1) The specific limit may be increased 
for carryover and carryforward up to 11 percent of the applicable 
category limit or sublimit; and (2) administrative arrangements or 
adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems arising in the 
implementation of the agreement. Any appropriate adjustments under 
the provisions of the bilateral agreement, referred to above, will be 
made to you by letter. 

A detailed description of the textile categories in terms of TSUSA 
numbers was published in the Federal Register on February 28, 1980 
(45 F.R. 13172), as amended on April 23, 1980 (45 F.R. 27463), and 
August 12, 1980 (45 F.R. 53506). 

In carrying out the above directions, the Commissioner of Customs 
should construe entry into the United States for consumption to in- 
clude entry for consumption into the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the Government of Costa Rica 
and with respect to imports of manmade fiber textile products from 
Costa Rica have been determined by the Committee for the Imple- 
mentation of Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs functions 
of the United States. Therefore, these directions to the Commissioner 
of Customs, which are necessary for the implementation of such actions, 
fall within the foreign affairs exception to the rulemaking provisions 
of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the Federal Register. 

Sincerely, 
ARTHUR GAREL, 
Acting Chairperson, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
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(T.D. 81-26) 
Bonds 


Approval of consolidated aircraft bond (air carrier blanket bond), Customs form 
7605; amendment of T.D. 76-288 


T.D. 76-288 relating to the approval of the consolidated aircraft 
bond of the following principal is hereby amended as necessary to 
show that such principal is designated as a carrier of bonded mer- 
chandise, as noted below. 

Dated: February 3, 1981. 

Principal 
Societe Anonyme Belge D’Exploitations de 
la Navigation Aerienne, a/k/a Sabena Bel-. 2fective date as carrier 
gian World Airlines January 7, 1981 
Marityn G. Morrison, 
Director, 
Carriers, Drawback and Bonds Division. 


(T.D. 81-27) 


Foreign Currencies—Variances From Quarterly Rate 


The following rates of exchange are based upon rates certified to the 
Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal Reserve Bank of New York, 
pursuant to section 522(c), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 
372(c)), and reflect variances of 5 per centum or more from the quar- 
terly rate published in T.D. 81-13 for the following countries. There- 
fore, as to entries covering merchandise exported on the dates listed, 
whenever it is necessary for Customs purposes to convert such currency 
into currency of the United States, conversion shall be at the following 
rates: 

Austria schilling: 
January 29, 1981 $0. 067545 
January 30, 1981 
Belgium franc: 
January 28, 1981 $0. 029869 
January 29, 1981 
January 30, 1981 
Denmark krone: 
January 27, 1981 
January 28, 1981 
January 29, 1981 
January 30, 1981 
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France franc: 

January 29, 1981 . 207189 

January 30, 1981 . 203770 
Germany deutches mark: 

January 28, 1981 . 479616 

January 29, 1981 . 477555 

January 30, 1981 . 469043 
Ireland pound: 

January 29, 1981 . 7840 

January 30, 1981 . 7520 
Italy lira: 

January 28, 1981 . 001011 

January 29, 1981 . 001007 

January 30, 1981 . 000992 
Netherlands guilder: 

January 28, 1981 $0. 441696 

January 29, 1981 . 439850 

January 30, 1981 . 432900 
Norway krone: 

January 30, 1981 $0. 182399 
Sri Lanka rupee: 

January 30, 1981 $0. 055991 
Switzerland franc: 

January 29, 1981 $0. 525486 

January 30, 1981 . 517598 
(LIQ-03-01 .0:C:E) 

Dated: January 30, 1981. 
Gwenn Kurtin KirscHner, 
Acting Chief, 
Customs Information Exchange. 


(T.D. 81-28) 


Foreign Currencies—Daily Rates For Countries Not on Quarterly List 


Rates of exchange based on rates certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York for the Brazil cruzeiro, People’s Republic 
of China yuan, Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippines peso, Singapore dollar, 
Thailand baht (tical), and Venezuela bolivar 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified 
buying rates for the dates and foreign currencies. shown below. The 
rates of exchange, based on these buying rates, are published for the 
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information and use of Customs officers and others concerned pursuant 
to part 159, subpart C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, subpart C). 
Brazil cruzeiro: 
January 26-30, 1981 $0. 0146 
People’s Republic of China yuan: 
January 26, 1981 $0. 639632 
January 27, 1981 . 634558 
January 28, 1981 . 630031 
January 29-30, 1981 . 629485 
Hong Kong dollar: 
January 26, 1981 $0. 191534 
January 27, 1981 . 190876 
January 28, 1981 . 190658 
January 29, 1981 . 190512 
January 30, 1981 . 189107 
Tran rial: 
January 26-30, 1981 Not avilable 
Philippines peso: 
January 26-30, 1981 $0. 1320 
Singapore dollar: 
January 26, 1981 $0. 480077 
January 27, 1981 . 481000 
January 28, 1981 . 482509 
January 29, 1981 . 482160 
January 30, 1981 . 478927 
Thailand baht (tical): 
January 26-30, 1981 
Venezuela bolivar: 
January 26-30, 1981 
(LIQ-03-01 O:C:E) 
Dated: January 30, 1981. 
GwEnn Kue1n Krirscuner, 
Acting Chief, 
Customs Information Exchange. 


(T.D. 81-29) 


Foreign Currencies—Daily Rates For Countries Not on Quarterly List 


Rates of exchange based on rates certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York for the Brazil cruzeiro, People’s Republic of 
China yuan, Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippines peso, Singapore dollar, 
Thailand baht (tical), and Venezuela bolivar 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified buying 
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rates for the dates and foreign currencies shown below. The rates of 
exchange, based on these buying rates, are published for the informa- 
tion and use of Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to 
part 159, subpart C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, subpart C). 


Brazil cruzeiro: 

January 19-23, 1981 $0. 0146 
People’s Republic of China yuan: 

January 19-21, 1981 $0. 642797 

January 22-23, 1981 . 644745 
Hong Kong dollar: 

January 19, 1981 $0. 193013 

January 20, 1981 . 193087 

January 21, 1981 . 193555 

January 22, 1981 . 192678 

January 23, 1981 . 192419 
Iran rial: 

January 19-23, 1981 Not available 
Philippines peso: 

January 19-23, 1981 . 1320 
Singapore dollar: 

January 19, . 481580 

January 20, . 482625 

January 21, . 483676 

January 22, . 481000 

January 23, 1981 . 480307 
Thailand baht (tical) : 

January 19-23, 1981 . 0484 
Venezuela bolivar: 

January 19-23, 1981 . 2329 
(LIQ-3-01 O:C:E) 

Dated: January 23, 1981. 
GwEnn Kern KirscHNeEr, 
Acting Chief, 
Customs Information Exchange. 





United States Court of 
International Trade 


One Federal Plaza 
New York, N.Y. 10007 
Chief Judge 
Edward D. Re 
Judges 


Paul P. Rao James L. Watson 
Morgan Ford Herbert N. Maletz 
Scovel Richardson Bernard Newman 
Frederick Landis Nils A. Boe 


Senior Judge 
Samuel M. Rosenstein 
Clerk 


Joseph E. Lombardi 


Decisions of the United States 
Court of International Trade 


(Slip Op. 81-9) 


Armco, Inc. anp CF&I Steet CorporRATION, PLAINTIFFS v. UNITED 
STATES, DEFENDANT 


Order 
Court No. 80-9-01435 
(Dated January 23, 1981) 


RicHarpson, Judge: Upon reading and filing plaintiffs’ motion for 
an order for production and protection of confidential documents in 


11 


336-950 O 81 - 2 
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the administrative record of U.S. International Trade Commission 
Investigation No. 731~-TA-26 (Final), and defendant’s cross-motion 
or an order of protection against disclosure of certain of said confi- 
dential documents, and upon the court’s examination of said con- 
fidential documents in camera, it is 
OrpDERED that defendant’s said cross-motion be, and the same 
hereby is, denied, and it is further 
ORDERED that plaintiffs’ said motion be, and the same hereby is, 
extent and upon the terms and conditions herein set 


tial document No. 3 imsofar as it does not disclose 
Borneo Sumatra’s sources of supply other 
8 thereof under the heading ‘‘Nart Imports 


nfidential documents numbered 2, 4 through 17 


, Anneac 
Ol { onne 


available to counsel tiffs fo 
at the office of the clerk of this court during 
-lay period commencing on the date of 
Be fae } So 
Ously made pubDiicl 


documents in said list N« 


] erwise provided in this order, counsel for plainti i 


confidential information 1 nyone other tha 
this litigatior 


sonnel 


iffs. 


Counsel for plaintiffs shall maintain a record of any and all copies 


ident Y natic t le th ye] 


1¢ Lneé 
li I 


sons to whom they are pro- 
A } 
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vided, and the dates on which they are returned. All such copies shall 
be clearly labeled to indicate that they contain: confidential infor- 
mation, and that they are to be returned at the conclusion of this 
litigation. 

8. Any documents, including briefs and memorandums, which con- 
tain any confidential information, as defined in paragraph 2, and 
are filed by any party with the court in this action, shall be con- 
spicuously marked as containing information which is not to be dis- 
closed to the public, and arrangements shall be made with the clerk 
of this court to retain such documents under seal, permitting access 
only to the court, court personnel authorized by the court to have 
access, and counsel for the parties. 

9. Any briefs or memorandum containing confidential information 
shall be served upon the other parties in a wrapper conspicuously 
marked on the front ‘“‘confidential—to be opened only by (the name(s) 
of the attorneys handling the case)” and shall be accompanied by a 
separate copy from which the confidential information has been 
deleted. 

10. Upon conclusion of this litigation, counsel for plaintiffs shall 
(a) return all copies of the confidential documents obtained under this 
order and the record required to be maintained under paragraph 7 
above, and (b) destroy all other documents (including documents 
held by persons authorized under this order to have access thereto) 
containing the confidential information. 

11. Any reference to plaintiffs’ counsel herein shall include any 
other interested party who may subsequently be granted access to 
such documents under protective order. 

12. The issuance of this order shall not preclude plaintiffs from 
seeking discovery of additional documents at a later time under the 
terms and conditions set forth herein. 


(Slip Op. 81-10) 


ARMCO, INC. and CF&I CORPORATION, prarntirrs ». 
UNITED STATES, DEFENDANT 


Court No. 80-9-01435 
Memorandum to Accompany Order 
(Dated January 23, 1981) 


Ricwarpson, Judge: In this action to review the International 
Trade Commission’s (ITC) negative determination in an antidumping 
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parties move for leave to intervene in the action as a matter of right, 
und plaintiffs cross move to have the proposed answer annexed to the 


11 


notion motion stricken. The defendant took no part in the 


moving papers all but one of the applicants contend that they 
intervene as of right as interested parties who were 


administrative proceedings. It is asserted that the 
Metal Industry Cooperative (KMIC) is an unin- 
lat organized under the laws of the Republic of 


an companies that manufacture meta 
lude the producers and exporters of 
subject of the challenged determination 
of steel wire nails which were not 
participated in administrative 
mmerce, and the ITC. 


plicants Ah Ju Steel Co 


Kankoku Nitto 
Metal Ind 
nepupblic of Kore 
the Republic of 
- ] . + 
and were parties to the 


] 
rce, and tl 


C,¢ 


ight to appear and be 
1516a(d) (sec. 516A 


LIC does not make this 


appear and be heard in the actior 
arties plaintiff or defendan 


pleading which takes 


neerest 


calling attention to 


icants’ proposed answer was in effect generated 
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when defendant served a copy of its answer upon the applicant KMIC 
whom plaintiffs characterize as a nonparty. 

On the basis of the papers before the court, it is clear to the court 
that the applicants’ motion must be granted except as to the applicant 
KMIC, as to whom the motion must be denied, and further, that 
plaintiffs’ cross-motion must be denied. 

With the exception of the KMIC the applicants are parties in 
interest within the meaning of section 1677(9)(A) because they are 
foreign manufacturers, producers, or exporters. However, the KMIC 
is not a foreign manufacturer, producer, or exporter. It is a foreign 
business association. And no provision has been made in the statute 
for inclusion of foreign business associations within the definition of 
interested parties, as has been done in the statute with respect to 
business associations of domestic manufacturers, producers, or whole- 
salers, and even importers. Cf. Asahi Chemical Industry Company, 
Ltd., et al., plaintiffs, v. United States, defendant, American Yarn 
Spinners Association, intervenors, court Nos. 80—-5—00755-S and 80-5- 
00755 (Slip Op. 80-5 at p. 35). 

The provision for or reference to other parties to the investigation 
appearing in 19 U.S.C.A., 1673b(f) (sec. 733(f), Tariff Act of 1930 
as amended) is broad enough in scope to include a foreign business 
association (of manufacturers, producers, or exporters) for investiga- 
tory purposes before the ITC. However, judicial review may be 
sought only by an interested party who is a party to the proceeding 
in connection with which the matter arises (19 U.S.C.A. 1516a(a) 
(sec. 516A(a), Tariff Act of 1930 as amended)). Thus, while the KMIC 
may come within the ambit of the term other parties for purposes of 
ITC investigation (for obvious reasons no attempt has been made 
in the statute to limit the parties whom the ITC may consult or 
contact in the prosecution of an investigation), it is not within the 
scope of the term interested parties for judicial review purposes. 

The court, therefore, agrees with plaintiffs’ characterization of the 
KMIC as a nonparty. And it follows that although the party initiating 
this action was obliged to serve copies of its pleadings upon the Korean 
nail manufacturers, producers, or exporters in accordance with the 
requirement of section 1516a(d), the statutory mandate for pleading 
service did not extend to the KMIC—a nonparty in the judicial 
review sense. 

With respect to the proposed pleading annexed to the moving papers, 
it is to be noted that although the applicants could have adopted the 
defendant’s pleading as their own (See Dalva v. Bailey, 158 F. Supp. 
204, 207, S.D.N.Y., 1957), the proposed answer does not repeat the 
allegations of the defendant’s answer in toto, and as such, constitutes 
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. useful pleading to put in issue an allegation of the complaint not 
controverted by the defendant, i.e., paragraph 16' of the complaint: 


ORDER 


Ricuarpson, Judge: Upon reading and filing the motion of Korea 


Metal Industry Cooperative (KMIC), and Ah Ju Steel Co. Ltd. 
(formerly Murakami Kogyo Co. (MASAN) Ltd.), Han Duk Steel 
Co. Ltd. (formerly Korea Murata Industrial Co. Ltd.), Je Il Steel Co. 
Ltd. (formerly Kankoku Nittei Co. Ltd.), Kankoku Nitto Co. Ltd., 
Korea Nippon Seisen Co. Ltd., and Kuk Dong Metal Ind. Co. for 
leave to intervene in this action as parties defendant together with 

rroposed answer attached thereto, and plaintiffs’ cross-motion 

id sed answer, and due deliberation having been 


aving filed its memorandum of decision, 


said cross-motion to strike be 


| it is further 


int 


ORDERED that the motion of Korea Metal Industry Cooperative 


KMIC) for leave to intervene herein be, and the same hereby is, 

denied and it is further 
OrpDERED that the motion of Ah Ju Steel Co. Ltd. (formerly 
Murakami Kogyo Co. (MASAN) Ltd.), Han Duk Steel Co. Ltd. (for- 
merly Korea Murata Industria] Co. Ltd.), Je Il Steel Co. Ltd. (for- 
merly Kankoku Nittei Co. Ltd.), Kankoku Nitto Co. Ltd., Korea 
Nippon Seisen Co. Ltd., and Kuk Dong Metal Ind. Co. for leave to 
intervene herein be, and the same hereby is, granted, and the pro- 
d answer attached to said motion is hereby deemed to be the 


\ 
me 


r of said intervenor-defendants. 


ph 16 of the complaint alleges: ‘‘The majority (of the ITC) concluded that there was ‘no causal 
link’ between the economic condition of the United States nail industry and imports of Korean nails which 
the Commerce Department determined are being sold in the United States at less than fair value.”’ 
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International Trade Commission Notices 
Investigations by the U.S. International Trade Commission 


[ENT OF THE T'REASURY 


The appended notices relating to investi 
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In the Matter of 
CERTAIN AtRTIGHT CastT-I RO? 


STOVES 


: ; : 
the Commis 


loned 


ION: This investi 


0, was institute 


Ly 12, 197 » (44 I ay 
ft Nori y and 


Maine. In that notice; the ¢ ‘ommissio 1 ort 


stituted unde! tion s5/ t 


Wikre m4 
‘ inf 5 
tion or sale in the United States of certain airticl 


and coal-burning stoves. The notice stated that the 
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being undertaken to determine whether respondents’ stoves were 
infringing Jotul’s common law trademarks, being passed off as Jotul’s 
products, infringing Jotul’s registered U.S. trademarks, or being 
deceptively advertised and marketed. The complaint alleged that the 
effect of these acts was to injure an industry, Kristia Associates (now 
Jotul USA, Inc.) and the Jotul stove dealers, efficiently and economi- 
cally operated in the United States, or to restrain trade and com- 
merce in the United States. 

Fourteen foreign and 11 domestic firms were named respondents 
in the original notice of investigation. On October 5, 1979, 26 addi- 
tional firms were added as respondents. On October 16, 1979, one 
additional foreign firm was added as a respondent. During the course 
of the investigation, four firms were terminated as respondents upon 
proof that they had ceased all involvement in the stove business. The 
investigation has been terminated as to 25 other respondents that 
have executed consent order agreements or settlement agreements. 
The remaining respondents failed to appear and were found by the 
administrative law judge to be in default. The Commission’s action 
and order, and opinion issued on January 12, 1981, is concerned those 
defaulting respondents. 

The Commission’s action and order, and the Commission opinion 
in support thereof is available in the office of the Secretary, U:S. 
International Trade Commission, 701 E Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20436; telephone 202-523-0161. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jeffrey Neeley, 
Esq., Office of the General Counsel, U.S. International Trade Com- 
mission, 701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436; telephone 
202-523-0359. 


By order of the Commission. 
Issued: January 13, 1981. 
Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary. 


In the Matter of 
CHLOROFLUOROHYDROCARBON Dnry- 
CLEANING Process, MAcHINES 
AND COMPONENTS 'THEREFOR 


Investigation No. 337-TA-84 


Notice of Change of Designation of a Respondent 


AGENCY: US. International Trade Commission. 


ACTION: Notice is hereby given that the U.S. International Trade 
Commission has granted a motion to change the designation of re- 
spondent Béhler & Weber KG to Bowe Maschinenfabrik GmbH. 
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AUTHORITY: The authority for this action is contained in section 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337) and in section 210.22 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 
210.22). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On December 16, 1980, 
counsel for the respondent heretofore known as Béhler & Weber KG 
advised the Commission that it has changed its trading style to 
Béwe Maschinenfabrik GmbH. It also moved the Commission for an 
amendment to the notice of investigation to reflect this change. On 
January 16, 1981, the Commission granted the motion. 

Copies of the Commission’s action and order and all other noncon- 
fidential documents filed in connection with this investigation are 
available for inspection during official business hours (8:45 a.m. to 
5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, 701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436; telephone 
202-523-0161. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jack Simmons, 
Esq., Office of the General Counsel, U.S. International Trade Com- 
mission; telephone 202-523-0493. 
By order of the Commission. 
Issued: January 22, 1981. 
KeEnNnETH R. Mason, 
Secretary. 


In the Matter of 
CERTAIN ADJUSTABLE WINDOW 
SHADES AND COMPONENTS 
THEREOF 


Investigation No. 337-TA-83 


Notice of Proposed Consent Orders and Settlement Agreements and 
Request for Public Comments Thereon 


AGENCY: US. International Trade Commission 


ACTION: Notice is hereby given that the presiding officer in the 
above-captioned investigation has certified to the Commission for 
action a joint motion to terminate the investigation, along with pro- 
posed settlement agreements and consent orders executed by the 
complainant and two respondents. Before taking final action on the 
proposed consent orders and settlement agreements, the Commission 
requests that interested members of the public submit written com- 
ments thereon 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
BACKGROUND 


Newell Window Furnishings Co. (hereinafter ‘‘complainant’’), 
Freeport, Ill., filed » complajnt with the U.S. International Trade 
Commission (hereinafter ‘“Commission’’) on April 7, 1980. The com- 
plaint alleged that unfair methods of competition and unfair acts 
have occurred, including the infringing of U.S. Letters Patent 4,006,- 
770 (hereinafter ‘‘the patent’”’), which have the effect or tendency to de- 
stroy or substantially injure an industry, efficiently and economically 
operated, in the United States. The Commission instituted an in- 
vestigation into those allegations and published notice thereof in the 
Federal Register of May 29, 1980 (45 F.R. 36229). The notice of 
investigation listed as parties respondent two overseas firms. Tony 
Plastic Co., Kaohsiung, Taiwan, Republic of China, and Dirkson 
Inc., Taipei, Taiwan, Republic of China (producers and exporters 
of the allegedly infringing articles) and three domestic firms, Breneman, 
Inc., Cincinnati, Ohio, Joanna Western Mills Co., Chicago, IIl., 
and Stanley Drapery Hardware, Wallingford, Conn. (importers and 
distributors of the allegedly infringing articles). 

On September 30, 1980, the complainant and respondents Joanna 
Western Mills Co. and Breneman, Inc., filed a joint motion (motion 
83-13) to terminate this investigation as to respondents Joanna and 
Breneman pursuant to section 210.51 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure, on the basis of the proposed settlement 
agreements and consent orders. A supplement to the joint motion to 
terminate was filed by the same three parties on December 3, 1980. The 
motion is unopposed. 


SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS 


There are two proposed settlement agreements in this case—one of 
them between the complainant and the respondent Breneman and the 
other between the complainant and the respondent Joanna. The sub- 
stantive provisions of the proposed settlement agreements are identical 
and may be summarized as follows: 

1. Each respondent represents and warrants that it has ceased 
importing the allegedly infringing window shades and that it has 
placed no subsequent purchase orders for the importation of such 
window shades. 

2. The agreement constitutes no admission or inference that the 
subject patent is valid or infringed or that the respondent has com- 
mitted any wrongful act or violated any law. 

3. Each respondent may dispose of current inventories of the 
allegedly infringing window shades upon payment of a fee (the amount 
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of which is confidential) to the complainant. The right to dispose of 
such window shades shall survive the termination of this investigation. 

4. With respect to each of the respondent’s allegedly infringing 
window shades, the complainant releases each respondent, its officers, 
successors, and assigns from any and all causes of action and claims 
for damage which complainant may have against them relating to 
unfair methods of competition arising out of the importation, use, and 
sale of the subject window shades. Complainant agrees to take no 
action against respondents, their directors, successors, and assigns, by 
reason of any prior use or sale of the subject window shades. 

5. Each respondent shall give to the complainant reasonable notice, 
not less than 4 months, of its intent to import size-to-width window 
shades and components thereof which are nonstaple articles of com- 
merce, which information will be held in confidence by complainant. 

6. Nothing in the settlement agreements or the consent orders shall 
in any way impair respondents’ right to challenge the validity and 
enforceability of the patent in any future proceeding. 

7. The agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of 
complainant and respondent, their officers, successors, assigns, and 
other agents. 

8. The agreement is considered a contract made by and under the 
laws of the State of Illinois. 

The full text of each settlement agreement, except for confidential 
bus‘ness information, is available for public inspection in the Office of 
the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission. Copies may be 
requested at the same address. 


CONSENT ORDERS 


There are two proposed consent orders—one between the com- 
plainant and Joanna, and the other between the complainant and 
Breneman. The substantive provisions of the two consent orders are 
identical and may be summarized as follows: 

1. The parties concede that the Commission has subject matter and 
personal jurisdiction, and the parties waive all rights to seek judicial 
review or to otherwise challenge or contest the validity of the order. 

2. Each order shall apply to the respondents ‘and its officers, direc- 
tors, employees, controlled and/or majority owned business entities, 
successors and assigns and to all persons who receive actual notice 
of this order. 

3. The respondent will not import, cause to be imported, or pur- 
chase, sell, give, own, or consign subject the imported window shade 
products which have been offered for sale or sold in the United States. 
The respondent will likewise not import, purchase, sell, give, own or 
consign any device which infringes the patent or any component there- 
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of which constitutes a material part of the invention and is not a 
staple article or commodity of commerce. Respondent may dispose 
of all devices presently in inventory. 

4. Each respondent is ordered to serve within 30 days a conformed 
copy of this order upon each of its respective officers, directors, manag- 
ing agents, agents, and employees who have any responsibility for 
marketing, distribution of respondent’s products in the United States, 
or for shipment or export the United States for resale. 

5. The Commission may seek enforcement of this order pursuant 
to 19 U.S.C. 1337(f). 

6. This order constitutes a settlement and resolution of investigation 
No. 337-TA-83. In the event that the patent is declared invalid by a 
court of competent jurisdiction from which no appeal can be taken, 
the provisions set forth in No. 3 above shall be void. 

The full text of each consent order is available for public inspection 
in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission. 
Copies may be requested at the same address. 

The respondents named in the notice of investigation, published on 
May 29, 1980 (45 F.R. 36229), are: Joanna Western Mills Co.; 
Breneman, Inc.; Stanley Drapery Hardware; Tony Plastic Co.; and 
Dirkson, Inc. 

SUBMISSION OF COMMENTS 


All comments should be addressed to the Secretary, U.S. Inter- 
national Trade Commission, 701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20436, and must reference investigation No. 337-TA-83. Comments 
must be received not later than 30 days after the date of publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. The Commission will consider 
requests for oral argument or oral presentation on this matter if such 
requests are received in the Office of the Secretary not later than 15 
days after the date of publication of this notice in the Federal Register. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jack Simmons, 
Esq., Office of the General Counsel, U.S. International Trade Com- 
mission ; telephone 202-523-0493. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: January 22, 1981. 

KennetH R. Mason, 
Secretary. 


Investigation No. 731-TA-28 (Final) 


MENTHOL FRoM THE PEOPLE’s REPUBLIC OF CHINA 


Institution of Final Antidumping Investigation and Scheduling of Hearing 
AGENCY: US. International Trade Commission. 
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ACTION: Institution of a final antidumping duty investigation. 


SUMMARY: On January 7, 1981, the U.S. Department of Commerce 
issued an affirmative preliminary determination that there is a reason- 
able basis to believe or suspect that menthol from the People’s 
Republic of China is being, or is likely to be, sold in the United States 
at less than fair value within the meaning of section 733 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1673b). Accordingly, the U.S. International 
Trade Commission (hereinafter “the Commission”) hereby gives notice 
of the institution of investigation No. 731-TA-28 (Final) to determine 
whether an industry in the United States is materially injured, or is 
threatened with material injury, or the establishment of an industry 
in the United States is materially retarded, by reason of imports of 
such merchandise. For purposes of this investigation, the term ‘‘men- 
thol”” means menthol, whether natural or synthetic, provided for in 
items 413.28 and 437.64 of the Tariff Schedules of the United States 
(TSUS). This investigation will be conducted according to the pro- 
visions of part 207 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Proce- 
dure (19 CFR 207, 44 F.R. 76457), subpart C, effective January 1, 
1980. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: January 23, 1981. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. Miriam A. 
Bishop, Staff Investigator, Office of Investigations, U.S. International 


Trade Commission, Room 350, 701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20436; telephone 202-523-0291. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 22, 1980, the 
Commission determined (Commissioner Stern dissenting), on the 
basis of the information developed during the course of investigation 
No. 731-TA-28 (Preliminary), that there is a reasonable indication 
that an industry in the United States is threatened with material 
injury by reason of imports of menthol from the People’s Republic of 
China, provided for in TSUS items 413.28 and 437.64, which are 
allegedly sold or likely to be sold at less than fair value. As a result of 
the Commission’s determination, the Department of Commerce 
continued its investigation into the question of less-than-fair-value 
sales. The final determination by the Department of Commerce of 
whether menthol from the People’s Republic of China is being, or is 
likely to be, sold in the United States at less than fair value will be 
made within 75 days after the date of its preliminary determination, or, 
in this:case, by March 23, 1981. 


WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS: Any person may submit to the Com- 
mission a written statement of information pertinent to the subject of 
this investigation. A signed original and 19 true copies: of each sub- 
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mission must be filed at the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International 
Trade Commission Building, 701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20436, on or before April 20, 1981. All written submissions, except for 
confidential business data, will be available for public inspection. 

Any submission of business information for which confidential 
treatment is desired shall be submitted separately from other docu- 
ments. The envelope and all pages of such submissions must be clearly 
labeled Confidential Business Information. Confidential submissions 
and requests for confidential treatment must conform with the re- 
quirements of section 201.6 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (19 CFR 201.6). 

A staff report containing preliminary findings of fact will be available 
to all interested parties on March 24, 1981. 


PUBLIC HEARING: The Commission will hold a public hearing 
in connection with this investigation on April 13, 1981, in the hearing 
room of the U.S. International Trade Commission Building, 701 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436, beginning at 10 a.m., e.s.t. 
Requests to appear at the hearing should be filed in writing with the 
Secretary to the Commission not later than the close of business 
(5:15 p.m., e.s.t.), April 8, 1981. All persons desiring to appear at 
the hearing and make oral presentations must file prehearing state- 
ments and should attend a prehearing conference to be held at 10 
a.m., e.s.t., on April 10, 1981, in room 117 at the U.S. International 
Trade Commission Building. Prehearing statements must be filed 
on or before April 8, 1981. For further information concerning the 
conduct of the investigation, hearing procedures, and rules of general 
application, consult the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro- 
cedure, part 207, subpart C (19 CFR 207), and part 201, subparts 
A through E (19 CFR 201). 

The Commission has waived Commission rule 201.12(d) as amended, 
“Submission of prepared statements” in connection with this inves- 
tigation. This rule stated that ‘Copies of witnesses’ prepared state- 
ments should be filed with the Office of the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion not later than 3 business days prior to the hearing and submis- 
sion of such statements shall comply with sections 201.6 and 201.8 of 
this subpart.” It is nevertheless the Commission’s request that parties 
submit copies of witnesses’ prepared testimony as early as practicable 
before the hearing in order to permit Commission review. 

This notice is published pursuant to section 207.20 of the Com- 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 207.20, 44 F.R. 
76458). 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: January 23, 1981. 

Kennetu R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
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In the Matter of 
Certain STEEL Rop Treatine Ap- 
PARATUS AND COMPONENTS THERE- 
OF 


Investigation No. 337-TA-97 


Notice of Investigation 


AGENCY: USS. International Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Institution of investigation pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 1337. 


SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that a complaint was filed with 
the U.S. International Trade Commission on December 17, 1980, 
under section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337), on 
behalf of Morgan Construction Co., 15 Belmont St., Worcester, Mass. 
01605. The complaint alleges unfair methods of competition and un- 
fair acts in the importation of certain steel rod treating apparatus and 
components thereof into the United States, or in their sale, by reason 
or such steel rod treating apparatus infringing claims 1-7 of U.S. 
Letters Patent 3,390,871. The complaint further alleges that the effect 
of tendency of the unfair methods of competition and unfair acts is to 
destroy or substantially injure an industry, efficiently and economically 
operated, in the United States. 

The complainant requests that, during the investigation, a tempo- 
rary exclusion of the imports in question be ordered and that, after a 
full investigation, a permanent exclusion order and a cease and desist 
order be issued by the Commission. 


AUTHORITY: The authority for institution of this investigation is 
contained in section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337) 
and in section 210.12 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. 


SCOPE OF THE INVESTIGATION: Having considered the com- 
plaint, the U.S. International Trade Commission, on January 14, 1981, 
ordered that— 


(1) Pursuant to subsection (b) of section 337 of the Tariff Act 
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337(b)), an investigation’ be instituted to 
determine whether there is. reason to believe there is a violation 
and whether there is a violation of subsection (a) of section 337 
in the unlawful importation of certain steel rod treating apparatus 
and components thereof into the United States, or in their sale, 
by reason of such steel rod treating apparatus infringing claims 
1-7. of U.S. Letters Patent 3,390,871, the effect or tendency of 
which is to destroy or substantially injure an industry, efficiently 
and economically operated, in the United States; 

(2) For the purpose of this investigation so instituted, the 
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following are hereby named as parties upon which this notice of 
investigation shall be served: 
(a) The complainant is— 
Morgan Construction Co. 
15 Belmont St. 
Worcester, Mass. 01605 
(b) The respondents are the following companies allegedly 
engaged in the unlawful importation of such articles into the 
United States, or in their sale, and are parties upon which 
the complaint is to be served: 


Korf Industries & Handel GmbH & Co. K.G. 
Moltkestrasse 15, D 7570 
Baden-Baden, West Germany 


Korf Engineering GmbH 
Dussddect West Germany 


Korf Industries, Inc. 
One NCNB Plaza 
Charlotte, N.C. 28280 


Georgetown Steel Corp. 
South Fraser St. 
Georgetown, S.C. 29440 


Ashlow Steel & Engineering Co. Ltd. 
Sheffield Road ea 
Rotherham, England 


Ashlow Corp. 
4201 Pottsville Pike 
Reading, Pa. 19605 


(c) For the purpose of the investigation so instituted, 
Talbot S. Lindstrom, Chief, Unfair Import Investigations 
Division, U.S. International Trade Commission, 701 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20436, shall name the Commission 
investigative attorney, a party to this investigation; and 
(3) For the investigation so instituted, Donald K. Duvall, 
Chief Administrative Law Judge, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, 701 E Street NW., Wiakinaten, D.C., 20436, shall 
designate the presiding officer. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Responses must be sub- 
mitted by the named respondents in accordance with section 210.21 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 210.21). 
Pursuant to sections 201.16(d) and 210.21(b) of the rules, such re- 
sponses will be considered by the Commission if received not later 
than 20 days after the date of service of the complaint. Extensions of 
time for submitting a response will not be granted unless good and 
sufficient cause therefor is shown. 
Failure of a respondent to file a timely response to each allegation 
in the complaint and in this notice may be deemed to constitute a 
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waiver of the right to appear and contest the allegations of the com- 
plaint and this notice, and to authorize the presiding officer and the 
Commission, without further notice to the respondent, to find the 
facts to be as alleged in the complaint and this notice and to enter 
both a recommended determination and a final determination con- 
taining such findings. 

The complaint, except for any confidential information contained 
therein, is available for inspection during official working hours 
(8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. Interna- 
tional Trade Commission, 701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20436; telephone 202-523-0161. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Wilhelm A. Zeitler, 
Unfair Import Investigations Division, U.S. International Trade 
Commission; telephone 202-523-0390. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: January 23, 1981. 


KEenneETH R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
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